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Mr. Get m Wilson 
TOlA/tk Coordinator 
CIA 

Wawhlngtoa, D.C. 2050$ 

Dear **. Wilson , 

Thonk you for your letter of the fifth and the tmeloaed list of ny requests. I will 
now coordinate ny own files with the list. 

Tou next refer to a y request for an organisational chart, as Z recall it incompletely 
in two respects. X naked for only a published, nan-secret chart with the shorthand designa- 
tions. 1 believe Z el tea former CZA people as prior publishers. I am confidant I made it 
elaar X was asking tor no authentic secrets/ My purposes are quite simple i to oaks sense 
out of shut you have supplied mo. Nothing mo re, nothing sinister or devious ere In any 
way hsswrdous to national security in the most parsnp&d concept of it* And to be accurate 
so that in any ass, including in particular correspondence with tbs AgB&ay, X can saws 
Urns and be accurate. 

The statute you sits la not one asking withholding of this public information mandatory, 
tt is properly Intended tor reel security need s . Mow den t tell me that the most primitive 
foreign intelligence service doss not know more than 2* sneaking you for. ffais is not only 
stonewalling, it is childish, ^t is in sene says sllllsra than the fake road algae that 
lings red for so many years. 

Becauaa 1 an not asking tor any searots X am prepared to make an issue of this. In 
ay view there is no question about the dsliberatsneae of Utah stonewalling and I believe 
it violates the low. X have been tolerant beca u se while you have do everything possible 
to exaggerate it, there is no doubt in sy Bind that you hove s burdensome number of 
requests. X do challenge your right under the law to e n cu mb er ns without a legitimate 
seourlty or national security need. *ou have done this, regularly. I am prepared to chal- 
lenge any interpretation of any lam that gives the CIA the right to keep secret from the 
American people whet every intelligence agency in the world knows. X hope you will not 
atonaweH os to this point. 

X did oaks a request under the low. X regard it ae o proper request. X certainly was 
earlouo and X wee not Indulging idle ourloaitiy. The time required before X eon file an 
appeal boo already expired. Therefor, if you do not now comply with this request, please 
regard this letter as ay appeal from the refusal. And X do asan this to i n clude the 
entirely non eeoret abbreviations you have provided and so that X will not errs in 
assigning names to them. 

In this oonueotian I recall having Hied an appoal from some of the meshings. lour 
list does not lndlaeto this end X recall no aoknalwedgamt. fader moot drcusotaccea 1 
am inclined to believe X would not question the masking of real aao r e te . However, Z do 
qu e s tion the right to aaak where no purpose other than obfuscation is served and where 
what is is both knot* and published. I'd prefer not to he forced to sake an issue 

of this but X an prepared akx to. Xt has new boon three mouths oar mere, much more than the 
time before X can appoal a withholding. This therefore la my appeal. X also ask for ths 
number an this request. X am aware that you have p a ss e d it in eequenoe if you did not 

a on reoaipt. X sill understand if you add n letter whan yew establish the 

soqumoe by the date of that request. 

X do not recall that you here over indicated your time lag. X know X hove never 
mode an issue of it. Because X do not seat to pressure you by trying to hold you to the 
precise laagurngp of the las X am asking for the approodmate delay b etween request and 
reaponae. 

If in filing what I daaorlbed as core limited and partially duplicating requests I 
did not make my p u r p os e# elaar enough I'll do it new. 



You doecn.be ay F- 75-6669 mi "broadly comprehensive." This is hardly an oxa^je ra- 
ti on. It is total, for everything. '••11, that wa last year and vs are new in the gLdrth 
■oath of this year. I as confident your tins lag is not this groat. However, I also 
realise you have problems with this* seas possibly leglklaata and some certainly net, 
no more than what the lggialatlv* history of the lav rules out, perceived embarrassment. 
Tou have stalled this a vary long tins. You can contrive much more of this. Once you hod 
lot so Buch time lapse without compliance I did fila ccveitl llrdtec requests oosplisaoo 
with which peasants no legitimate problana. The us are requests that do not have to be 
part of the large review you do not seem interested in ending. Tbs questions therefore, 
is not whether these requests are oovered^by the broad one but when 1 can expect to 
reoeive this public Information. X therefore ask that you assist the proper s eque n ce 
numbers to these requests end inform as of then so I can properly Identify ny files* 

You are met engaged in a "review." Your own description is "re-review." Then you may 
decided on what you nay style e "project." With a "review* of that. Hiiaaa you are taken 
to court if you really went to delay, you oan, law or no law. And the fact is you have 
other requests for only Halted parte of what la included In £-75-6669. 1 do not went to 
wait that long and at the same tiae I do not went to pressure your review of all of this 
material. 

There is another aspect of this Z oan address from the attached list. You now have 
what I cannot and do no accept, 1976 se quence numbers for what with lees that fidelity 
to admit are 1975 requests. 

Your F-H6-143 la really a request that includes your £-75-4765. And in the eighth 
month of the year suooeedlng that of the request I have not received cither a scrap of 
paper or any explanation of iwi-cemplianoe with that request. 

Your £-75-4927 is your £-75-004. Actually this dates to 1971? And we are more than 
half-way through 197& without ooesplicnce. For half of thin year I could not got any 
response on your intentions after the time for action on the appeal expired. Without 
aoast explanation, this does not represent either the good faith or the due dill gun os 
required by the lew. 

I oan carry tide further. A t has been many months nines you informed me of your 
claimed need for consultation with another agency on this. Hot a word since. I would 
like to know the results, in detail* If the records are denied, 1 want to know what 
exemption la applicable. Remember, when there was no oonpliaace beginning in 1971 and 
when tho Privacy Act became law I alee invoked it, 

X did mlaapall Horoeages 1 name. I referred to Ipb o rt Unman on, of the Canter for 
national Security Studies. I baftleve that information deals with fcrelgn assassinations. 
I was net oonfUalmg him with David ielin. He sued pen* C. A. 75-0944. I na surprised you 
have ell this difficulty identifying one whs sued you. 

Hugh M cDo n a ld , the request you address next, is High C. KoDoneld, formerly e 
division chief In the Dee Angeles, Ce., sheriff's department, file name appears on a 
book that is a palpable fraud, "Appointment la Dallas! tho Final Solution to tho *— *«- 
ainaticQ of JVC." This book 1s, for all practical purposes, what used to be called a 
"block book." McDonald in it and elsewhere represents himself as formerly connected 
with the CZA. He did know the dooeaaed Berman Kinsey. I am aware of Hr. Mmsey's for- 
mer relationship with the Agency and that It did not end with retirement, from soma of 
hie friends, (i believe Z also asked for information about him.) ISr. McDonald's 
of aervioe to the Agency includes penetration of Soviet gore-warfare cantors and 3-2 
planes. There are earlier versions of the book but In the published one ghosted by one 
Geoffrey Hocoa there is reference to an unnamed literary agent. He is John Stair. All 
versions refer to ether alleged 01k pe r sonnel, the moat important allegedly being the 
subject of karren Joarlaelon Exhibit &o. 277/Odua exhibit 1 (also the subject ^cf liti- 
gation of which 1 presume you are Mare). If this is still "insufficient" information. 
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1st am know what oloo 70a require. 

If your files abound in High C. McDonald* s of the foregoing description, vo can 
perhaps United it »or* with what be claim to hare invented and owned, an "identL-idt" 
(Klaeey again) | and a oonnaotioa with Howard Hughes. 

I an not "aware” that under all drcuaatanoea you would, "under the sans protlaion 
Of the 81 a Aot of 1949... hav* to provide a formal (sic) denial tinder 70XA $b) (,3d of 
any documents reaponsive to such a request." Z dm aware that you do have people who 

keep up to data on publishing and do fils written reports, however. 

lour concluding pars^aph advisee that "certain of the doounanta found responsive 
to your S'- 76-362 on itsrvin bother dug, «r. , have necessarily bean referred to anotbwr 
oouponant for rsvisw.” I do not know whet you Sean by "component." If you Been outside 
the Agency, whan please be sears that I an in litigation on tide with another agaaay 
which bee not eaaplied with a request of April, 1975. f*t you do not invoke what 1 
believe you nave described as the "xhdro ■ -agenc y rule." Unless thsi-s is an appropriate 
exemption I believe I an entitled to any such materiel, without unnecessary delay. If 
you osen an Agency component, that I have trouble with shat 'allows: 

"Wo shall not be able to get our response to you on thos request by the end of this 
month as earlier projected. , but shell do our boat to expedite it when the materials 
reach out heuda." 

"Our” hers is scfclguoua. Obviously, you have those "material*." Otherwise you 
00 old not have "found” then and known they are "responsive" to ay request. Do you mean 
vour hands? 

When you have converted s 1971 request into one of thi- year, can you appreciate 
ray concern about "our boat to expedite," and with a case in court? Especially when this 
year you have not either expedited or complied after store than five years? 

I ask if the com p onen t is Agency end if it is for aa expected date of at compliance, 
this you should be able to provide. Another month will satisfy me. It should not burden 
you. I algo ask about those ofber documents respond vs to this request 1 when say I 
expect these you have found? his natter la not before a federal court. X would like to 
have all those Sot "referred to another compo ne nt for sevlev” as promptly as possible. 

I regret teat each letter 1 receive from you rsquziss this kind of response. It is 
apparent that your Latter leaves ca no alternative and that the exchange represents a 
considerable, waste of tine far both of us and further 00 rrespord. - n ce and time. 

Deform now you sill have received my inquiry about your giving another what la clearly 
within ray request and as of this moment aot sending ms this public information. 



Sincerely, 



Harold Voisberg 



